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STATE OF MICHIGAN

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

* * * * *

In the matter of the application of
ALLTEL COMMUNICAnONS, INC.,
for designation as an eligible telecommunications
carrier pursuant to Section 2 I4(e)(2) of the
Communications Act of 1934.

)
)
)
)
)

------------------)

Case No. U- I3765

At the September 11,2003 meeting of the Michigan Public Service Commission in Lansing,

Michigan.

PRESENT: Hon. J. Peter Lark, Chair
Hon. Robert B. Nelson, Commissioner
Hon. Laura Chappelle, Commissioner

OPINION AND ORDER

I.

HISTORY OF PROCEEDINGS

On April 14,2003, ALLTEL Communications, Inc., (ALLTEL) filed an application seeking

designation as an eligible telecommunications carrier (ETC) under Sections 2I4(e)(2) and

2I4(e)(6) of the federal Communications Act of 1934, as amended, 47 USC 214(e)(2) and

214(e)(6) (federal Act) and Sections 201 and 203 or the MichIgan Telecommunications Act, MCL

484.2101 et seq. (MTA). If granted, designation as an ETC would permit ALLTEL to receive

universal service support in Michigan.

Several parties petitioned to participate in the proceeding. On May 6, 2003, the Commission

Staff (Staff) filed a notice of appearance. On May 21, 2003, CenturyTel of Michigan, Inc.,



CenturyTel Midwest-Michigan, Inc., CenturyTel of Northern Michigan, Inc., and CenturyTel of

Upper Michigan, Inc., (CenturyTel) jointly filed a petition to intervene. Also on May 21. 2003.

Hiawatha Telephone Company, Chippewa County Telephone Company. Midway Telephone

Company, and Ontonagon County Telephone Company (Hiawatha) jointly petitioned to intervene.

The Michigan Exchange Carriers Association, Inc., (MECAl, a voluntary association of 33 small

incumbent local exchange carriers (ILECs) in Michigan. also filed a petition. On May 28, 2003.

AT&T Communications of Michigan. Inc .. and TCG Detroit (AT&T) filed a notice of intent to

participate.

On May 28, 2003, a pre-hearing conference was conducted by Administrative La\v Judge

Mark E. Cummins (ALJ). ALLTEL, CenturyTel, MECA, AT&T, and the Staff attended. The

All granted the petitions to intervene and ordered the parties to file their direct testimony by June

IO, 2003 and rebuttal testimony by June 23. 2003. Cross-examination of witnesses was to take

place on July 7, 2003,1 with a briefing schedule to be determined thereafter. In order to meet the

180-day Federal Communications Commission (FCC) guideline for state commissions to act on

ETC applications, the Commission agreed to read the record in this proceeding.

Several parties filed testimony. ALLTEL filed the direct and rebuttal testimony of

Lawrence 1. Krajci, its Staff Manager of State Government Affairs. CenturyTel filed the direct

and rebuttal testimony of Ted M. Hankins, its Director of State Government Relations. MECA

fi\<>~ .1.; dirc n ! and rebuttal testimony of Robert W. Orent. Presider.! ~.nc r'~o of Hiawatha

Communications, Inc. The Staff filed the direct testimony of Daniel J. Kearney, Supervisor of the

Operations Section of the Commission's Telecommunications Division.

1 This date was later moved to July 8, 2003.
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On July 8, 2003, the ALJ conducted an evidentiary hearing. All testimony was bound into the

record by stipulation of the parties and cross-examination of witnesses was waived. ALLTEL,

CenturyTeL MECA, and the Staff filed briefs and reply briefs on July 23 and August 1, 2003,

respectively.

On July 25, 2003, ALLTEL filed a motion to strike portions of CenturyTel's reply brief.

ALLTEL contends that CenturyTel inappropriately raised arguments for the first time in its reply

brief, thereby preventing ALLTEL an opportunity to respond.

II.

POSITIONS OF THE PARTIES

There are two issues in this proceeding. First is whether ALLTEL should be designated as an

ETC for purposes of receiving universal service support. Second, if ALLTEL is granted ETC

status by the Commission, for what service area(s) should ALLTEL's status be granted.

ALLTEL

ALLTEL argues that it meets the requirements for ETC designation under the federal Act.

ALLTEL states that it meets all the statutory and regulatory prerequisites for ETC designation and

that designating ALLTEL as an ETC wiII serve the public interest. ALLTEL represents that once

it receives its ETC designation, it plans to use the funding to speed the delivery of advanced

wireless services to its customers. As an ETC, ALLTEL states that it will offer a basic universal

service package to customers who are eligible for Lifeline and will provide service to any

customer requesting service within its designated service area. ALLTEL further avers that it

provides all the services supported by universal service mechanisms. ALLTEL says that it will
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advertise the availability of the supported services and charges in a way that fully infonns the

general public throughout its designated service area.

ALLTEL argues that its application is in the public interest. ALLTEL asserts that granting it

ETC status will help bring meaningful choice to Michigan customers who have few, if any.

choices for local exchange service. ALLTEL further asserts that its ETC "tatus will bring the

benefits of competition to customers, increase choices, and lower rates. ALLTEL further notes

that the FCC has detennined that wireless providers may be designated as ETCs.' ALLTEL claims

that its customers will benefit from having an expanded local calling area, making intrastate toll

calls more affordable.

ALLTEL also requests that the Commission establish its service area for purposes of

detennining universal service support. ALLTEL specifically requests that it be granted ETC status

for its entire licensed service area in Michigan. Attached to its application are exhibits that

identify each of the requested areas by wire center. Where ALLTEL serves only a portion of a

wire center, it requests ETC designation in that portion of the wire center where it provides

service. For certain rural areas, ALLTEL requests that the Commission redefine the service area

of several ILECs because ALLTEL only serves a portion of the ILECs' service areas.

CenturyTel

CenturyTel argues that ALLTEL's application must be denied. CenturyTel believes that

ALLTEL's application does not meet the requirements for the granting of ETC status under .

2 See, ALLTEL application, p. 9, citing, Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service.
Report and Order, CC Docket No. 96-45,12 FCCR 8776, 8858-59, ~~ 145-47 (1997).
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Section 214(e). because granting ETC status to ALLTEL would not be in the public interest. 3

CenturyTel asserts that ALLTEL has been successful at providing service without the need for

universal service support. It argues that giving ALLTEL universal service funds would give

ALLTEL an unearned windfall, would work to increase charges for Michigan customers. and will

ultimately jeopardize the universal service support mechanism altogether.

CenturyTel claims that ALLTEL should not be granted ETC status because, as a wireless

carrier, ALLTEL's costs are unrelated to landline costs from which universal service support is

derived. CenturyTel also asserts that it is held to higher service standards and regulatory

obligations than wireless carriers, which result in higher operating costs for CenturyTel.

CenturyTei specifically objects to the fact that ALLTEL has lower costs than CenturyTel, but

would receive the same universal service support. CenturyTel argues that granting ALLTEL ETC

status would create an uneven playing field, biased against higher cost providers, and could

actually reduce competition.

CenturyTel also expressed concern over the fact that wireless carriers are not subject to the

same regulatory oversight as incumbent carriers. CenturyTel contends that while wireless carriers

are seeking support from a regulatory cost recovery mechanism, the Commission has no regulatory

oversight over these carriers to ensure that the monies are used to advance universal service.

CenturyTel contends that this uneven playing field, and the fact that the benefits of granting

wireless carriers ETC statu~ ~" ~ot evceed the costs, means that granting ALLTEL's application

would not be in the public interest.

3 In its reply brief, CenturyTel also asserts that ALLTEL's application is insufficient because
ALLTEL does not provide "local usage" as required by federal law. CenturyTel's argument
suggests that all wireless carriers in Michigan cannot meet the federal requirement because of the
exclusion of mobile service from basic local exchange service. This Commission, however, has
previously granted ETC status to several wireless carriers.
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CenturyTel also believes that it would be premature for the Commission to grant any ETC

applications while the FCC is in the process of considering new rules for the granting of ETC

status to competitive carriers.4 CenturyTel suggests waiting until the FCC makes its

pronouncements regarding any changes.

Furthennore, if the Commission decides to grant ALLTEL's application, then CenturyTel

requests that ALLTEL's ETC status be conditioned on ALLTEL's compliance with regulatory

safeguards to ensure a level competitive playing field with rural providers. CenturyTel also argues

that allowing ALLTEL to have ETC status in only a portion of a rural ILEe's service area is

contrary to the public interest, and that the Commission should not redefine CenturyTel's rural

ILEC service area.

Hiawatha

Hiawatha believes that ALLTEL 's application does not satisfY the requirements of granting

ETC status and therefore should be denied. Hiawatha asserts that it provides rural

telecommunications services and would be economically hanned if ALLTEL 's application were

granted. Hiawatha believes that universal service support is a scarce resource that is jeopardized

by granting ETC status to providers like ALLTEL whose lower costs do not justifY receiving the

same level of support as rural carriers. Hiawatha also believes that granting ALLTEL ETC status

would create an uneven competitive playing field for rural carriers. Hiawatha claims that wireless

carriers given ETC status should be subject to the same service quality and reporting requirements

as ILECs. Hiawatha also believes that ALLTEL should be required to serve the same areas as the

ILECs and that the Commission should not redefine Hiawatha's service areas. Hiawatha also

4 See, Public Notice, Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service Seeks Comment on
Certain ofthe Commission's Rules Relating to High-Cost Universal Service Support and the ETC
Designation Process, FCC 031-1, CC Docket No. 96-45 (February 7, 2003).
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contends that in order for ALLTEL's application to satisfy the public interest requirement,

ALLTEL should have to demonstrate that the benefits of supporting multiple networks outweigh

the cost of supporting multiple networks.

MECA

MECA also opposes ALLTEL's application for designation as an ETC. MECA asserts that it

and its members, many of whom provide service to rural areas of the state, will suffer from a loss

of universal service support. MECA asserts that a loss of universal service funds will affect small

rural telecommunications providers' ability to maintain and invest in the infrastructure needed to

serve high-cost areas.

MECA argues that ALLTEL 's application cannot be granted unless granting the application is

in the public interest. MECA asserts that merely providing all universal service supported services

does not mean that an applicant's application is in the public interest. MECA alleges that the

further public interest finding should be based upon universal service purposes and principles.

MECA asserts that Congress, in placing this added requirement. did not believe that the public

interest would always be served by encouraging competition in rural areas.

MECA claims that Congress did not intend universal service support to be a subsidy program.

Rather, MECA argues, Congress intended universal service support to provide for cost recovery in

order to promote infrastructure investment in high-cost rural areas where providing the same

quality service at affordable rates comparable to urban areas is not suitable for carriers. MECA

argues that without this support, high-cost investment would not have occurred in the past and will

not occur in the future. MECA sees infrastructure investment as the primary goal of the universal

servIce program.
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MECA argues that the only providers of high quality, facilities-based services throughout their

respective service areas are the rural ILECs. MECA claims that once a rural ILEC loses the ability

or incentive to continue investing in its network, then rural areas may be deprived of affordable,

high quality telecommunications services. MECA asserts that lack of sufficient funding will also

affect the deployment of advanced services to consumers, such as schools libraries, and health

care facilities.

Consequently, the granting of ETC status to competitive carriers in areas served by rural

carriers, MECA contends, must be properly managed to foster the goals of the federal Act. MECA

claims that if the overal1 demand for funding grows to an unsustainable level, then support

payments will be frozen or curtailed, resulting in serious operating issues for many rural telephone

companies. MECA claims that this would result in reductions in service quality, higher rates, and

perhaps even financial failure of rural companies that serve as the "lifeline" for many remote

customers. MECA argues that the proliferation of "uneconomic competition" in rural areas could

jeopardize rural telecommunications services altogether.

MECA also asserts that state commissions have placed far too great an emphasis on the

benefits of competition when deciding ETC applications for rural service areas. MECA claims

that subsidized competition does not serve the public interest. MECA believes that this over-

emphasis has been to the detriment of ensuring that all consumers will retain and gain access to

~;gh quality, affordable telecommunications service~, incluc:~.=; 3dvanced services, on a

comparable basis to those available in urban areas. Because of this, MECA believes that the

Commission must establish a set of principles to guide its decisions on ETC applications affecting

rural areas.
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To assist the Commission in establishing this set of principles. MECA offers its own. First.

rural consumers should receive access to affordable. high quality telecommunications and

information services, including advanced services that are reasonably comparable to those in urban

areas and at reasonably comparable prices. Second, high-cost support should not be used as an

incentive for uneconomic competition in areas served by rural carriers. Third, universal service

funds are a scarce national resource that telephone companies must carefully manage to serve the

public interest. Fourth, rural universal service support reflects the difference between the cost of

serving high-cost rural areas and the rate levels mandated by policymakers. Fifth, the public

interest is served only when the benefits from supporting multiple carriers exceed the costs of

supporting multiple networks. Sixth, in areas where costs of supporting multiple networks exceed

the public benefits from supporting multiple carriers, the public interest dictates providing support

to a single carrier that provides critical telecommunications infrastructure. Seventh, the cost of

market failure in high-cost rural Michigan could be severe.

In addition to the guiding set of public interest principles, MECA believes the Commission

should create a standard set of minimum qualifications, requirements, and policies to be applied

when considering ETC applications for rural service areas. MECA believes that using such a

template would help the Commission determine whether the public interest would be served by

granting an application. MECA also asserts that such a guideline would improve the long-term

viability of the universal service fund because it believpc p~ 1y the most qualified carriers that are

capable of, and committed to, being "true providers" of universal service should receive the ETC

designation.

To'assist the Commission, MECA offers the following qualifications and requirements that it

believes the Commission should adopt when considering ETC applications: 1) A carrier must
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demonstrate its ability and willingness to provide all supported services throughout the service

area. 2) To fulfill the advertising requirement, an ETC must emphasize its universal service

obligation to offer service to all consumers in the service area. 3) A carrier must have formal

arrangements in place to provide service where facilities have yet to be built. 4) A carrier must

have a plan for building out its network once it receives ETC status and must make demonstrative

progress toward achieving its plan to retain its status. 5) A carrier must demonstrate that it is

financially stable.

In addition to public interest principles, and minimum qualifications and requirements, MECA

urges adoption of the following policies that it believes the Commission should adhere to when

reviewing ETC applications involving rural areas: I) ETC designations in rural areas should be

made at the study area level (an ILEC's entire service territory within one state). 2) The

Commission should ensure that competitive ETCs will be capable of providing high-quality

service to all customers in the service area should the rural ILEC find it necessary to relinquish its

own ETC designation. 3) Any service quality standards, reporting requirements, and customer

billing requirements established by the Commission should apply equally to all ETCs in the state.

4) The Commission should retain the authority to decertify any ETC that is not meeting any of the

Commission's qualifications and requirements.

In short, MECA does not believe that granting ALLTEL's application would be in the public

interest. MEC' ::'so supports deferring the decision on ALLTEL 's ::lppl;c~ti2:1until the Federal-

State Joint Board clarifies the process for designating ETCs.

The Stafrs testimony references background material that it believes will assist the

Commission in determining whether granting ALLTEL's application would be in the public
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interest. In so doing, the Staff directs attention to portions of the MTA and the federal Act that

support the development and the use of competition to make available quality telecommunications

services at prices that are just, reasonable, and affordable even in rural, high-cost areas. The Staff

also presents a number of questions for the Commission's reflection. The Staff would like more

guidance as to the definition of "public interest." The Staff suggests that healthy competition is

the most significant factor in a public interest analysis, followed closely by choice and reasonable

rates. In the end, the Staff sees no reason to further delay or deny ALLTEL's ETC designation.

III.

DISCUSSION

ETC Designation

Pursuant to 47 USC 214(e)(2), the Commission may designate more than one carrier in a rural

area as an ETC if the Commission finds doing so consistent with the public interest, convenience,

and necessity. The parties to this proceeding opposing ALLTEL's application argue that granting

ALLTEL's application is not in the public interest. The Commission disagrees. On numerous

occasions, the Commission has found that competition can be advantageous to the citizens of this

state. In this case, designating ALLTEL as an ETC is in the public interest because it is likely to

promote competition and provide benefits to customers in rural and high-cost areas by increasing

customer choice, while promoting innovative services and new technologies, and encouraging

affordable telecommunications services. Further, ALLTEL provides service where there are few,

if any, competitive local exchange carriers.

The Commission disagrees with the significance of the numerous arguments advanced by the

opposing parties. To the extent that the opposing parties claim that wireless service is inferior to

landline service, the Commission responds that customers should not be denied an opportunity to
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detennine which of these services best meets their needs. In response to the argument that

wireless service providers are not subject to the same regulations designed to protect customers.

the Commission finds sufficient protection for customers in their right to choose not to use

wireless service and to choose from whom to take service. To the extent that the opposing parties

are concerned about the effects on themselves of c0TTlpetitiun from wirele~s carriers, the

Commission does not agree that the public interest requires that they be protected from

competition. Moreover, concerns over the effects of competition on the universal service

mechanism are better addressed by the FCC, which is responsible for disbursing the federal

universal service funds.

There is ample precedent in support of a wireless carrier's designation of ETC status. On at

least three prior occasions, this Commission has granted ETC status to wireless carriers.; In

addition, numerous ETC proceedings involving competitive carriers, including wireless carriers,

have taken place at the FCC and before other state commissions with the competitive carrier

ultimately being granted ETC status.6 The Commission provided parties an opportunity to voice

their concern about the granting of ETC status to a wireless carrier by conducting an evidentiary

hearing. Virtually every argument raised by the parties in opposition to ALLTEL's application,

however, has been addressed previously. No new information was brought to the Commission's

s See, the August 26, 2003 order in Case No. U-13714, the November 20,2001 order in Case
No. U-13145, and the Dec::-::~~er c, 2002 order in Case No. U-13618.

6 See, e.g., RCC Minnesota, Inc. et. al. Requestfor Designation as Eligible Telecommuni­
cations Carrier, Order, Maine Public Utilities Commission Docket No. 2002-344 (May 13,2003);
In the Matter ofFederal State Joint Board on Universal Service Cellular South License Inc.
Petition for Designation as an Eligible Telecommunications Carrier Throughout its Licensed
Service Area in the State ofAlabama, Memorandum Opinion and Order, CC Docket No. 96-45,
DA 02-3317 (reI. Dec. 4, 2002); In the Matter ofFederal State Joint Board on Universal Service
RCC Holdings. Inc. Petition for Designation as an Eligible Telecommunication Carrier
Throughout its Licensed Service Area in the State ofAlabama, Memorandum Opinion and Order,
CC Docket No. 96-45, DA 02-3181 (reI. Nov. 2,2002).
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attention that would persuade the Commission that designating a competitive carrier as an ETC in

an area served by a rural ILEC would be contrary to the public interest.

Furthermore, the Legislature has decided that the Commission should not regulate wireless

service. For that reason, the Commission must also decline to adopt the conditions proposed, such

as requiring ALLTEL to assume carrier of last resort responsibilities, which would require that the

Commission regulate wireless service. Consistent with prior designations, however, the

Commission reserves the right to conduct audits as needed to determine that the funds are used for

permitted purposes.

The Commission declines CenturyTel's and MECA's recommendation to defer its

determination on ALLTEL 's application until after the Federal-State Joint Board provides further

clarity on ETC designations. At this point, there is no time frame in which the Joint Board will

act. The Commission, however, has been urged by the FCC to act upon ETC applications within

180 days and the end of that period with respect to this application is fast approaching. The

Commission believes the better course of action is to act upon ALLTEL's application within the

desired timeframe and take recommendations of the Federal-State Joint Board into account when

deciding future cases.

Service Area

ALLTEL also requests that the Commission establish a "service area" for purposes of

determining universal service support. The federal Act defines the term "service area" to be a

"geographic area established by a State commission for the purpose of determining universal

service obligations and support mechanisms." 47 USC 214(e)(5). As stated above, ALLTEL

requests that its licensed service area be the designated service area for universal service support.
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Additionally, ALLTEL requests that the Commission redefine the service areas of rural ILECs

where it cannot provide service to the entire service area of these companies.

CenturyTel, Hiawatha, and MECA oppose ALLTEL's service area proposal. They argue that

ALLTEL must serve the same service area as the rural ILEC. CenturyTel contends that redefining

a rural carrier's service area acts as a disincentive for an additional ETC to serve the most rural

parts of a relevant study area. CenturyTel contends that the goal of universal service would be

better served by requiring "ETCs to expand their horizons." CenturyTel Brief, p. 17. CenturyTel

is also concerned that if additional ETCs are not required to serve a rural ILEC' s entire study area.

then there is a greater risk of "cream-skimming," where the additional ETC can choose to provide

service to lower cost customers without being subject to providing service to attendant higher cost

customers while receiving the same level of universal service support as the rural ILEC. MECA

also raises concerns about what it described as significant administrative burdens for an ILEC as a

result of study area changes. MECA describes how an ILEC's accounting and auditing procedures

are built around their existing study areas.

The Commission appreciates the concerns raised by CenturyTel, Hiawatha, and MECA, but

declines to accept the proposal that the wireless carrier's service area should encompass the

ILEC's entire study area. In granting ETC status to RFB Cellular, Thumb Cellular, and NPI-

Omnipoint Wireless, LLC, the Commission did not require the wireless carrier to provide service

to the entire study area of the rural ILEC.

The Commission, however, also has concerns with ALLTEL's proposal to redefine the service

areas of certain ILECs. The study areas of rural ILECs have existed for many years and many

accounting and other administrative tasks are based upon those study areas.
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The Commission is also sensitive to the "cream-skimming" issues that could exist if every

ETC applicant is able to carefully craft its own desired service area. Consequently, the

Commission has decided to delineate service areas for purposes of universal service support by

exchanges. In so doing, the Commission finds that the "cream-skimming" concerns are alleviated

because ALLTEL has not specifically picked the areas in which it will serve, but instead the areas

were defined in the FCC's wireless licensing process. Additionally, exchanges tend to encompass

many types of customers, including rural and high-cost customers. The Commission is persuaded

that ALLTEL is not targeting any specific area or that serving any of the partial study areas would

result in a windfall due to service to a highly-populated area. Much of the area covered by

ALLTEL's wireless carrier license is in very rural parts of Michigan. The Commission is also

convinced that designating service areas utilizing entire exchanges will minimize the

administrative burden on rural telephone companies to calculate costs at something other than a

study area level. This approach will require affected ILECs to disaggregate into service areas that

are coterminous with existing telecommunications boundaries for which costs are already

calculated.

The Commission FINDS that:

a. Jurisdiction is pursuant to 1991 PA 179, as amended, MCL 484.2101 et seq.; 1969 PA 306,

as amended, MCl 24.201 et seq.; and the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure, as

amended, 1999 AC, R460.l7101 et seq.

b. ALLTEL should be designated as an ETC for the purpose of receiving federal universal

service funds.

c. ALLTEl's designation as an ETC is in the public interest.

Page 15
U-13765



d. ALLTEL 's service area for purposes of detenmning universal service obligations and

support mechanisms should be coterminous wIth established exchanges.

e. ALLTEL should be directed to file In this docket (and serve upon the other parties) a

listing of the exchanges where it currently provides service or intends to provide ser,ice under its

license and for which it wishes to receive universal <ervice :>upport and is ~;hle to meet universal

service obligations.

f. The granting of ALLTEL's ETC status should be conditioned upon the Commission's

reservation of its right to audit all expenditures of these universal service funds.

g. ALLTEL's ETC designation should be subject to the annual Commission re-certification

process. ALLTEL should be directed to contact the Staff regarding the 2004 re-certification

process prior to September 17, 2003.

h. ALLTEL's August 25, 2003 motIOn to strike should be denied.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that:

A. ALLTEL Communications, Inc., is designated an eligible telecommunications carrier for

the purpose of receiving federal universal service funds.

B. ALLTEL Communications, Inc. 's, service area for purposes of determining universal

service obligations and support mechanisms is to be coterminous with established exchanges.

C. ALLTEL Communications, Inc., is directed to file in this docket (and serve upon the other

parties) a listing ofthe exchanges where it currently provides service or intends to provide service

under its license and for which it wishes to receive universal service support and is able to meet

universal service obligations.
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D. ALLTEL Communications, Inc. 's, eligible telecommunIcations carrier designatIOn IS

conditioned upon the Commission's reservatIOn of its right to audit all expenditures of these

universal service funds.

E. ALLTEL Communications, Inc.·s eligible telecommunicatIOns carrier deslgna,ion is

subject to the annual Commission re-certification process. ALLTEL is directed to conuct the

Commission Staff regarding the 2004 re-certification process prior to September 17. 20C).

F. ALLTEL Communications, Inc. 's Auguq 25, 2003 motion to strike is denied.

The Commission reserves jurisdiction and may issue further orders as necessary.

Any party desiring to appeal this order must do so in the appropnale court within 30 days after

issuance and notice of this order, pursuant to MCL 462.26.

MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

/s/1. Peter Lark
Chair

( SEA L)

/s/ Robert B. Nelson
Commissioner

/s/ Laura Chappelle
Commissioner

By its action of September 11, 2003.

/s/ Robert W. Kehres
Its Acting Executive Secretary
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In the matter of the application of
ALLTEL COMMUNICAnONS, INC.,
for designation as an eligible telecommunications
carrier pursuant to Section 214(e)(2) of the
Communications Act of 1934.

)
)

)
)

)

------------------)

Suggested Minute:

-.,..

Case No. U-13765

"Adopt and issue order dated September I I, 2003 approving the application
of ALLTEL Communications, Inc., for designation as an eligible
telecommunications carrier for purposes of receiving universal service
support, as set forth in the order."
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STATE OF MICHIGAN

141002/016

q·.n

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In re Application ofALLTEL Communications, Inc.)
For Designation as an Eligible Telecommunications)
Carrier Pursuant to Section 214(eX2) ofthe )
Communications Act of 1934 )

---------------_-....:/

Case No. U-13765

ALLTEL COMMUNICAnONS, INC'S FILING puRSUANT TO THE
SEPTEMBER 11.11 2003 MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION ORDER

ALLTEL COmIDWlications. Inc. ("ALLTEL"). by and through its counsel, Foster,

Swift, Collins & Smith. p.e., submits this filing pursuant to the Michigan Public Service

Conunission ("Commission") Opinion and Order dated September 11, 2003. Specifically, the

Commission ordered ALLTEL to "file a listing ofexchanges where it currently provides service or

intends to provide service under its license and for which it wishes to receive universal service

support and is able to meet universal service obligations." September 11.2003 Opinion and Order

at p. 16.

Attached as Exhibit A to this filing is a listing of the exchanges where ALLTEL

currently provides service or intends to provide service under its license and for which it wishes to

receive universal service support and is able to meet universal service obligations.

Respectfully submitted,

FOSTER, SWIFT, COLLINS & SMITH P.C.
Attorneys for Alltel Communications, Inc.

Dated: September 17, 2003 By:JMJ~
Mark J. 8m 43793)

313 S. Washington Square
Lansing, MI 48933-2193
(517) 371-8100
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tt ALLTEL Communications, Inc. e
Exchangas Served in Michigan

EXCHANGE ClLl Code CMACode EXCHANGE CLLICode CMACode
ADA ADAMIMN 64 BIG RAPIDS BGRPMIMN 478
ADDISON ADSNMIXI 480 BIRCH RUN BRRNMIMN 94
ADRIAN ADRNMIXG -reO BLANCHARD BLNCMIXI ·'--·-·'4·18··-·-'~"

ALANSON ALNSMIXJ 474 BLISSFIELD OGDCMIXI 480
ALBiON ALBNMlMN 177 BLISSFIELD BLFDMIXG 480
ALDEN ALDNMIXH 474 BLOOMINGDAlE BLDLMIXI 132
ALGER ALGRMIXJ 4n BOYNE CITY BOCYMIBC 474
ALLEGAN ALLGMIXG 479 BOYNECllY WNLKMIWL 474
ALLEN ALLNMIXI 480 BOYNE FLS BNFLMIXI 474
ALLENDALE ALDI..MIXJ 64 BRANT BRNTMIXI 94
ALMA AlMAMIXG 476 BRECKENRIDGE BRRGMIXG 476
ALPENA AlPEMIXG 475 BRETHREN BRTHMIXI 476
AlSTON ALTNMIXI 472 BRIDGMAN BRDGMIXI 193
ALTO ALTOMIMN 64, BRIMLEY BRMLMIXI 473
AMASA AMSAMIMN 472 BRlnON BRTNMIXG 480
AMBLE AMBLMIXJ 478 BRONSON BRSNMIXG 480
ASHLEY ASHYMIXG 478 BROOKLYN BRKLMIXI 207
ATHENS ATHNMIAT 177 BRUCE XING BRCRMIXJ 472
ATLANTA ATLNMIXG 475 BRUTUS BRTSMIXI 474
AUGRES AUGRMIXJ 477 BUCHANAN BCHNMIMN 193
AU TRAIN AUTRMIXI 473 BUCKLEY BCKLMIXI 476
AUBURN AUBNMIMN 94- BURLINGTON BURLMIXI 177
AUGUSTA AGSTMIXJ 132 8URROAl< BROKMIXG 4BO
BALDWIN BlDWMIMN 475 BURT BRPTMISO 94
BANGOR 8NGRMIXG 132 BVRONCTR BYCTMIMN 64
BARAGA BARGMIXJ 472 CADILLAC CDLCMIMN 476
BARK RIVER BRRVMJMN 473 CALEDONIA CLDNMICL 64
BARRYTON BRYTMIXG 478 CALEDONIA DTINMIMN 64
BATH BATHMIXG 78 CALUMET CALMMIMN 472
BATTLE CRK BTCKMISO 1n CAMDEN CMDNMIXI 480
BAnlECRK BTCKMIBC 177 CAMDEN FRNTMIXI 480
BAY CITY BYCYMIMN 94 CARLETON CATNMICT 48
BAY CITY BYCYMIWS 94 CARNEY CRNYMIXJ 472
BEAR LK BRLKMIXI 476 CARR CARRMIXA 476
BEAVERTON BVTNMIVT 477 CARSON CITY CRCYMIXG 478
BELDING GRTNMIMN 64 CASSOPOLIS CSPLMIXG 460
BELDING BLDNMIMN 78 CEDAR CEDRMIXI 476
BELL OAK BLOKMIXI 78 CEDARSPGS CDSPMIMN 64
BELLAIRE CLRVMIXH 474 CEDARVILLE CDVLMIXG 473
BELLAIRE BLLRMIXG 474 CENTRAL LAKE CNLKMIXG 474
BELLEVUE BLLVMIMN 78 CENTREVILLE CNVIMIXH 480
BELLEVUE LACYMIXI 177 CHAMPION CHMPMIMN 472
BENTONHBR BNHRMIMN 193 CHANNING CHNGMICR 472
BENTON HBR BNHRMIES 193 CHARLEVOIX CHVXMIMN 474
BENTON HBR RV$DMIRV 193 CHARLOTTE CHRLMIMN 78
BERGLAND BRLDMIMN 472 CHASSEU CHSLMIMN 472
BERRIEN SPGS BRSPMIBS 193 CHATHAM CHHMMIXI 473
BESSEMER BSMRMIMN 472 CHEBOYGAN CHBYMISO 475
BEULAH BELHMIMN 476 CHEBOYGAN CHBYMIMN 475
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Exchanges Served In Michigan

EXCHANGE CLU Code CMACode EXCHANGE CLUCode CMACodll
CHESTER TOWNSHIP CTPOMIXJ 475 ELMIRA EMIRMIXJ 475
CLARE CLARMICL 477 ELMIRA ALBAMIXJ 474
CLARKLAKE CLRKMIMN 207 ELSIE CHAPMIXI 94
CLARKSVILLE CLVLMIMN 78 ELSIE ELSIMIXG 78
CLAYTON CYTNMIXI 480 EMPIRE EMPRMIXI 476
CLIMAX CLMXMIXI 132 ENGADINE ENGDMIMN 473
CLINTON CLTNMIXG 480 ERIE ERIEMIXG 4a
COLDWATER CDWLMIXG 480 ESCANABA ESCNMIMN 473
COLDWATER CDWRMIXG 480 EVART EVRTMIMN 476
COLEMAN CLMNMIMN 94 EWEN EWENMIXI 472
COLON COlNMIXG 480 FAIRVIEW FRVWMIXG 475
COMSTOCKPK CMPKMICP 64 FAITHORN FTHRMIXI 472
CONCORD CNCRMIXJ 207 FALMOUTH FLMOMIXI 476
CONKLIN CNKLMIXG 64 " FARWEU FRWLMIWS 477
CONSTANTINE CNSTMIXG 480 FARWELL FRWLMIMN 477
COOPERSVILLE CPVLMIXG 64 FENCE RIVER FNRVMIXI 472
COPEMISH CPMHMIXI 476 FENNVILLE GNGSMIXG 479
CORNELL CRNLMIMN 473 FENNVILLE FNVlMIXG 479
COVERT CVRTMIXG 132 FENNVILLE GLNNMIXI 479
CRYSTAL CRYSMIXI 476 FENWICK FNWKMIXG 478
CRYSTALFLS CRFLMIMN 472 FIFE LK FFLKMIMN 474
CURTIS CRTSMIMN 473 FIFILAKE MRVRMIXI 474
DANSVILLE DNSVMIMN 78 FOSTER CITY FLCHMIXI 472
DETOUR DETRMIXG 473 FOUNTAIN FONTMIMN 476
DECATUR DCTRMIXG 132 FOWLER FWLRMIXG 78
DEER PARK DRPKMIXI 473 FRANKENMUTH FRKMMIFR 94

DEERFIELD DRFDMIXI 480 FRANKFORT FRFTMIMN 476
DELTON DELTMIXI 177 FREELAND FELDMIFL 94

DELTON BNFDMIXI 177 FREEPORT FRPTMIFP 1n
OEWITT DWTTMIXG 78 FREMONT FRMTMIMN 478

DIMONDALE DMDLMIDD 78 FRUITPORT FRPRMIXG 181
DDNKEN DNKNMIXI 472 FULTON FLTNMIMN 132

DORR DORRMIMN 479 GALESBURG GLBGMIMN 132
DOWAGIAC DWGCMIXG 480 GALIEN GLENMlMN 193
DOWAGIAC SRLKMIXG 480 GARDEN GRDNMIXG 473
DRUMMOND ISLAND DRISMIXI 473 GAYLORD GYLRMIXG 475
DUNDEE DUNDMIXG 46 GLADSTONE GLDSMIGE 473
EJORDAN EJRDMIMN 474 GLADWIN GLDWMIGL 477

ELANSING ELNSMIMN 78 GLEN ARBOR GLARMIXI 476
ETAWAS E1WSMIMN 477 GLENNIE GLNEMIXI 475
EASTPORT ESPTMIXG 474 GOBLES GBLSMIXG 132
EATON RAPIDS ETRPMIER 78 GOLDEN LAKE GDLKMIXI 472

EAUCLAIRE EUCLMIEC 193 GRAND HAVEN GRHVMIMN 64
ECKERMAN HL8RMIXI 473 GRANDJCT GDJTMIXG 132

ECKERMAN ECKRMIXI 473 GRANDJCT LCTAMIXI 132

EDMORE EDMRMIXG 476 GRAND LEDGE GRLDMIXG 78
EDWARDSBURG EDWRMIXG 480 GRAND LEDGE WCSTMIXG 78

EDWARDSBURG AD\lLMIXG 480 GRAND MARAIS GDMRMIXI 473
ELK RAPIDS ELKRMIMN 474 GRAND RAPIDS WYNGMILX 64
ELLSWORTH ELWOMIXH 474 GRAND RAPIDS GDRPMISO 64
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EXCHANGE Cll/Code CMACode EXCHANGE CLL/Code CMACDde
GRAND RAPIDS GDRPMIWS 64 IRON RIV IRRVMIMN 472
GRAND RAPIDS GDRPMIBL 64 IRONS IRONMIIR 476
GRAND RAPIDS GDRPMIES 64 IRONWOOD IRWDMIMN 472
GRANO RAPIDS GDRPMIEP 64 ISHPEMING ISHPMIMN 472
GRANT GRNTMIMN 478 ITHACA ITHCMIXG 476
GRASSLK GRLKMIXG 207 JACKSON JCSNMISA 207
GRAYLING GRYLMIXG 475 JACKSON NPlNMIMN 207
GREENVILLE GNVLMIMN 478 JACKSON JCSNMlMN 207
GULLIVER GLVRMIXG 473 JEROME BNHLMIXI 480
GWINN GWNNMlMN 472 JONESVILLE JNVLMIMN 480
HALE HALEMIXA 477 JONESVILLE MSHVMIXI 480
HAMILTON HMTNMIXG 479 KALAMAZOO OSHTMIWS 132
HANCOCK HNCCMIMN 472 KALAMAZOO KLMZMIFA 132
HANOVER HNVRMIXI 207 KALEVA KLVAMIXl 476
HARRIETTA HRTAMIMN 476 KAlKASKA KLKSMIKK 474
HARRISON HRSNMIMN 4n KENT CITY CSNVMICB 64
HARRISVILLE HRVLMIXG 475 KEWEENAW KWNWMIMN 472
HART HARTMIXG 181 KINGSLEY KGSLMIXI 474
HARTFORD HRFRMIXG 132 KINROSS KNRSMIXG 473
HASLEn HSLTMIHS 78 LANSE LNSEMIXI 472
HASTINGS HSNGMIHS 177 LACHINE LCHNMIXG 475
HBR SPGS HRSPMIMN 474 LAKE ANN LKANMIXI 476
HEMLOCK HMLCMIXG 94 LAKE GOGEBIC LKGOMIXI 472
HESPERIA HSPRMIXH 181 LAKEVIEW LKVWMIXG 476
HIAWATHA FOREST HWFRMIXI 473 LAMBERTVILLE LMVlMIXI 48
HICKORY CORS HKCRMIXl 177 LANSING LNNGMISO 78
HILLMAN HLMNMIXG 475 LANSING LNNGMIMN 78
HILLSDALE HLDLMIMN 480 LANSING LNNGMINW 78
HILLSDALE CMBAMIXJ 480 LAWRENCE LWRNMIXI 132
HOLlAND MCPKMIMN 479 LAWfON LWTNMIXG 132
HOLLAND HLLDMIMN 64 LEROY LROYMIMN 476
HOLLAND HLLDMINR 64 LESLIE LESLMIMN 78
HOLT HOLTMIHE 78 LEVERING LVRGMIXI 474
HOLTON HLTNMIXG 181 LEWISTON LSTNMIXG 475
HOMER HOMRMIXJ 177 LINCOLN LNCLMIXG 475
HONOR HNORMIXI 476 LINWOOD LNWDMIMN 94
HOPE HOPEMIXI 94 LITCHFIELD LTFDMIXJ 4BO
HOPKINS HPKNMIMN 479 LKCITY LKCYMIXI 476
HOUGHTONLK HHLKMIXG 477 lKCITY MSlWMIXI 476

HOWARD CITY HWCYMrXG 478 LK LEELANAU LKLLMIMN 476

HOXEVVILLE HXVLMIXI 476 LK LINDEN LKUMIMN 472
HUBBARD LAKE HBLKMIXG 475 LKODESSA LKODMIMN 76
HUBBARDSTON HBTNMIXG 78 LONG LAKE (ALPENA) lLALMIXG 475
HUDSON HDSNMIXH 480 LONGLK SXLSMIXI 4n
HUDSONVILLE JMTWMIMN 64- LOST PENINSULA LSPNMIXG 48
HUDSONVILLE HDVLMIMN 64 LOWELL LWLLMIMN 64

IDA IDAMIXH 48 LUDINGTON LDNGMIXG 416
INDIAN RIV INRVMIMN 475 LUPTON LPTNMIXJ 477
IONIA IONIMIMN 78 LUTHER LTHRMIMN 476
IRON MT IRMTMIMN 472 MACKINAC IS MCISMIMN 473
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rvt ACKINAW CITY MCCYMIMN 474 MUSKEGON MSKHMIXP 181
flit ANCELONA MNCLMIMN 474 MUSKEGON MSKGMIXK 181
MANCELONA LKNRMIXJ 475 MUSKEGON MSKGMIXL 181
MANISTEE MNSTMIMN 476 MUSKEGON MSKGMIXN 161
f\IIANISTICUE MNTQMIXG 473 MUSKEGON WLKMMIXG 181
MANTON MNTNMIMN 476 MUSKEGON MSKGMIXa 161
f\IIAPLE RAPIDS MPRPMIXG 78 NAOAMS NADMMIXI 480
MARCELLUS MRCLMIXG 480 NAT CITY SLKHMIXI 477
MARENISCO MRNSMIXI 472 NEGAUNEE NGNEMIMN 472
MARION MARNMIMN 476 NEWAYGO NWAYMINW 478
MARNE MRNEMIMN 64 NEWBERRY NWBYMIMN 473
MARQUETTE MRQTMIMN 472 NEWPORT NWPTMIXI 48
MARQUETTE HRVYMIMN 472 NILES NILSMIMN 193
MARSHALL MRSHMIMN 177 NORTH LAN[)..{).LAKES NLNDMIXI 472
MARTIN MARTMIMT 479 NORTHPORT NPRTMIMN 476
MASON MASNMIMS 78 NORWAY NRWYMINW 472
MASSCJ1Y MASSMIXI 472 OKEMOS OKMSMIMN 78
MATTAWAN MTWNMIXG 132 OLIVET OLVTMIMN 78
MAYBEE MYBEMIXH 48 OMER OMERMIXJ 477
MCBAIN MCBNMIMN 476 ONAWAY ONWYMIXG 475
MCBRIDES MCBRMIXG 478 ONEKAMA ONKMMIMN 476
MECOSTA MCSTMIXI 478 ONONDAGA ONDGMIXI 78
MENDON MNDNMIXG 480 ONSTED ONSTMIXI 480
MENOMINEE MNMNMINB 472 ONTONAGEN WHPIMIXI 472
MERRILL MRRLMlXG 94 ONTONAGON ONTNMIXI 472
MERRITT MRRTMIXI 476 ONTONAGON RKLDMIXI 472
MESICK MSCKMIXI 476 ORLEANS ORLNMIXI 78
MICTR MCHCMIMN 207 OSCODA OSCDMIMN 477
MICHIGAMME MCHGMIMN 472 OSSEO RNSMMIXJ 480
MICHIGAMME FOREST MHGFMIXI 472 OSSEO OSSEMIXI 480

MIDDLETON MDTNMIXG 476 OSSINEKE OSNKMIXG 475
MIDDLEVILLE MDVLMIMN 177 OTSEGO OTSGMIOS 479
MIDLAND MDLDMIMN 94 OVID OVIOMIXG 76
MIDLAND MDLDMISE 94 PALO PALOMIXG 476
MILLERSBURG GRHRMIXI 475 PARADISE PRDSMIXI 473
MIC> MIOMIXG 475 PARMA PARMMIXJ 207

MONROE MONRMIMN 48 PAWPAW PWPWMIXG 132
MONROE MONRMINE 4B PELLSTON PLSTMIMN 474
MONTGOMERY MTGMMIXI 480 PENTWATER PNTWMIXG 181
MORENCI MRNCMIXI 480 PETERSBURG PTBGMIXJ 48
MORLEY MRlYMIMN 478 PETOSKEY PTSKMIMN 474
MTPlEASANT MNPLMIXG 476 PICKFORD PKFDMIXG 473
MUIR MUIRMIXG 78 . PINCONNING PINCMIXJ 94
MULLIKEN MLKNMIMN 76 PITTSFORD PRVLMIXJ 480
MUNGER MNGRMIXJ 94 PLAINWELL PLNWMIMN 479
MUNISING MNSGMIXJ 473 PLAINWELL PNLKMIXI 177
MUNITH MNTHMIXI 207 PLEASANTLK JCSNMINE 207
MUSKEGON MSKGMIXM 181 POINT AUX PINS BBISMIXI 473
MUSKEGON NRSHMIXG 181 POMPEII POMPMIXG 478

MUSKEGON MSKGMIXR 181 PORTAGE PRTGMILK 132
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PORTLAND PTLDMIPT 78 SHERIDAN SHRDMIXG 478
POSEN POSNMIXG 475 SHINGLETON SHNGMIXI 473

pOTTERVILLE POVLMIMN 78 SIDNEY SDNYMIXG 478

POWERS PWRSMIMN 472 SIX LAKES SXLKMIXG 476
PRESCOTT PRSCMIXP 477 SKANDIA SKNDMIXI 472
PRUDENVILLE PDVLMIXM 477 SMOKEY LAKE SMLKMIXI 472
PULLMAN PLMNMIXI 479 SPARTA SPRTMIMN 64
QUINCY QNCYMIXG 480 SPRINGPORT SPPTMIXI 207
RAPID CITY TRRVMIXG 474 STCHARLES STCHMIMN 94
RAPIDRIV RPRVMIMN 473 STHELEN STHLMIMN 4n
RAVENNA RVNNMIXG 181 STIGNACE STIGMIMN 473

READING RDNGMIXG 480 ST JAMES STJMMIXI 474

REED CITY RDCYMIMN 476 STJOHNS STJHMIXG 78

REMUS RMUSMIXG 478 STJOSEPH STJSMISO 193
REPUBLIC RPBLMIMN 472 STLOUIS STLSMIXG 478
REXTON RXTNMIXI 473 STANDISH STNDMIMN 477
RICHLAND RCLDMIMN 132 STANTON SNTNMIXG 478
RIVERDALE RVDlMIXG 478 STANWOOD STWDMIXG 478
RIVESJCT RVJTMIXI 207 STEPHENSON STSNMIST 472

ROCK ROCKMIMN 473 STERLING STNGMIXJ 477
ROCKFORD RCFRMIMN 64 STOCKBRIDGE FTBGMIXI 78
ROCKFORD RCFRMISE 64 STOCKBRIDGE STBRMIXI 78
RODNEY CHLKMIXI 478 STURGIS STRGMIXG 480
ROGERS CITY RGCYMIXG 475 SUNFIELD SNFDMIXI 78
ROSCOMMON HGLKMIXG 477 SUnONSBAY STBYMlXl 476
ROSCOMMON RSCMMIXG 477 TAPIOLA TPLAMIXI 472
ROSE CITY RSCYMIXJ 477 TECUMSEH TCMSMIXG 480
ROSEBUSH RSBHMIMN 478 TEKONSHA TKNSMIXI 177
RUDYARD RDYRMIXG 473 TEMPERANCE TMPRMIXG 48
SBOARDMAN SBRDMIXI 474 THREE OAKS THOKMIMN 193

SHAVEN SOHNMIXH 132 THREE RIVERS THRRMIXH 480

SAGINAW SGNWMISH 94- THREE RIVERS THRRMIXT 480

SAGINAW BRPTMIMN 94- TIPTON TPTNMIXG 480

SAGINAW SGNWMIWS 94 TRAVERSE CITY GRWNMIMN 474

SAGINAW SGNWMIFA 94 TRAVERSE CITY TRCYMIMN 474
SAND CREEK SNCKMIXI 480 TRAVERSE CITY OLMSMIXI 474

SAND LAKE SDLKMIMN 476 TRENARY TRNYMIXI 473

SAND RIVER SNRVMIXI 472 TROUT CREEK TRCKMIXJ 472
SANFORD SNFRMIXI 94 TRUFANT TRFNMlMN 478
SARANAC SRNCMIOC 78 TUSTIN TUSTMIMN 476

SAUGATUCK SGTCMIXG 479 TWIN LK TNlKMIXG 181

SAULT ST MARIE SSMRMIMN 473 TWINING TWNGMI01 477

SCHOOLCRAFT SCHLMIXG 132 UNCIlY UNCYMIXG 480

scOnpOINT SCPTMIXI 473 UN PIER NWBFMIMN 193

Scons SCTSMIMN 132 UNION UNINMIXG 480

SCOTTVILLE SCVLMIMN 476 VANDALIA VANDMIXG 460
SENEY SENYMIXI 473 VANDERBILT VNDRMIXG 475
SHELBY SHlBMIXG 181 VERMONTVILLE NWLMIMN 177

SHEPHERD SHPHMIXG 478 VESTABURG VTBGMIXG 478

SHERIDAN VCVLMIXI 478 VICKSBURG VCBGMIMN 132
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WBRN WBRNMIMN 4n WESTPHALIA WPHLMIXI 78
WAKEFIELD WKFDMIMN 472 WHITE CLOUD WHClMIAD 478

WALDRON WDRNMIXJ 480 WHITE PIGEON WHPGMIXG 480
WALLACE WLLCMIXA 472 WHITEHALL WHTHMIXG 181
WATERSMEET WTRMMIMN 472 WHITTEMORE WHMRMIXI 477
WATERVLIET WTRVMIWV 193 WILLIAMSBURG ACMEMIMN 474
WATSON WTMQMIXI 472 WILLIAMSBURG WLBGMIWB 474
WATTON WrTNMIXJ 472 WILLIAMSTON WMTNMIXG 78
WAYLAND WYLDMIMN 479 W1NN WINNMIXI 478
WAYLAND MOLNMIMN 479 WOLVERINE WLVRMIMN 475
WEBBERVILLE WBVLMIXJ 78 WOODLAND WDLOMIXG 1n
WEIDMAN WDMNMIXG 478 ZEELAND ZELDMIZL 64-
WELLSTON DBLNMIXI 476 ZEELAND BRCLMIXI 64
WELLSTON WLTNMIXI 476 ZEELAND DRNTMIXI 64
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Writees Direct Phone:

December 2,2003

Mr. Bob Kehres
Acting Executive Secretary
Michigan Public Service Commission
6545 Mercantile Way
Lansing, MI 48911

Reply To:

Hand. Delivery

LANSING:

313 S. Washington Square
Lansing, M148933-2193

PH: 517.371.8100
FX: 517.371.8200

FARMINGTON HILLS:

32300 Northwestern Hwy.
Suite 230
Farmington Hills, MI 48334

PH: 248.539.9900

FX: 248.851.7504

Dear Mr. Kehres:

Re: Application of Alitel Communications, Inc. for Designation as an Eligible
Telecommunications Carrier Pursuant to Section 214(e) (2) of the
Communications Act of 1934
MPSC Case No. U-13765

Enclosed for filing please find the original plus fifteen copies of Alite! Communications, Inc.'s
Amended Filing Pursuant to the September 11, 2003 Michigan Public Service Commission
Order and Proof of Service. Please note that we inadvertently omitted the Chesaning
exchange from the previous filing.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Very truly yours,

FOSTER, SWIFT, COLLINS & SMITH, P,c.

~J
Mark J. Burzych

Enclosures
cc: Mark E. Cummins

Thomas E. McClear
Norman Wittel]ohn F. Runde
Harvey]. Messing/Gary L. Field/Michael Rampe
Arthur]. LeVasseur
Michael]. Brown
Devin S. Schindler

ReceIved by:
Slote Government Affairs

DATE:n"" " " 'i'lli')
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STATE OF MICHIGAN

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In re Application of ALLTEL Communications, Inc.)
For Designation as an Eligible Telecommunications)
Carrier Pursuant to Section 214(e)(2) of the )
Communications Act of 1934 )

-----------------_./

Case No. U-13765

ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC.'S AMENDED FILING PURSUANT TO THE
SEPTEMBER 11, 2003 MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION ORDER

ALLTEL CommuniGations, Inc. ("ALLTEL"), by and through its counsel, Foster, Swift,

Collins & Smith, P.c., submits this amended filing pursuant to the Michigan Public Service

Commission ("Commission") Opinion and Order dated September 11, 2003. Specifically, the

Commission ordered ALLTEL to "file a listing ofexchanges where it currently provides service or

intends to provide service under its license and for which it wishes to receive universal service

support and is able to meet universal service obligations." September 11,2003 Opinion and Order

at p. 16.

Attached as Exhibit A to this filing is a listing of the exchanges where ALLTEL currently

provides service or intends to provide service under its license and for which it wishes to receive

universal service support and is able to meet universal service obligations. ALLTEL's previous

filing inadvertently omitted the Chesaning exchange from the list attached as Exhibit A.

Respectfully submitted,

By:Dated: December 2, 2003

FOSTER, SWIFT, COLLINS & SMITH P.C.
Attorneys for Alltel Communications, Inc.

fkicJ~
Mark 1. Burzych (P43793)

313 S. Washington Square
Lansing, MI 48933-2193
(517) 371-8100



ALLTEL Communications, Inc.
Exchanges Served in Michigan

EXCHANGE ClLl Code CMACode EXCHANGE elLi Code CMACode
ADA ADAMIMN 64 BIG RAPIDS BGRPMIMN 478
ADDISON ADSNMIXI 480 BIRCH RUN BRRNMIMN 94
ADRIAN ADRNMIXG 480 BLANCHARD BlNCMIXI 478
ALANSON ALNSMIXJ 474 BLISSFIELD OGDCMIXI 480
ALBION ALBNMIMN 177 BLISSFIELD BLFDMIXG 480
ALDEN ALDNMIXH 474 BLOOMINGDALE BLDLMIXI 132
ALGER ALGRMIXJ 477 BOYNE CITY BOCYMIBC 474
ALLEGAN ALLGMIXG 479 BOYNE CITY WNLKMIWL 474
ALLEN ALLNMIXI. 480 BOYNE FLS BNFLMIXI 474
ALLENDALE ALDLMIXJ 64 BRANT BRNTMIXI 94
ALMA ALMAMIXG 478 BRECKENRIDGE BRRGMIXG 478
ALPENA ALPEMIXG 475 BRETHREN BRTHMIXI 476
ALSTON ALTNMIXI 472 BRIDGMAN BRDGMIXI 193
ALTO ALTOMIMN 64 BRIMLEY BRMLMIXI 473
AMASA AMSAMIMN 472 BRITTON BRTNMIXG 480
AMBLE AMBLMIXJ 478 BRONSON BRSNMIXG 480
ASHLEY ASHYMIXG 478 BROOKLYN BRKLMIXI 207
ATHENS ATHNMIAT 177 BRUCE XING BRCRMIXJ 472
ATLANTA ATLNMIXG 475 BRUTUS BRTSMIXI 474
AU GRES AlJGRMIXJ 417 BUCHANAN BCHNMIMN 193
AU TRAIN AUTRMIXI 473 BUCKLEY BCKLMIXI 476
AUBURN AUBNMIMN 94 BURLINGTON BURLMIXI 177
AUGUSTA AGSTMIXJ 132 BURR OAK BROKMIXG 480
BALDWIN BLDWMIMN 476 BURT BRPTMISO 94
BANGOR . BNGRMIXG 132 BYRONCTR BYCTMIMN 64
BARAGA BARGMIXJ 472 CADILLAC CDLCMIMN 476
BARK RIVER BRRVMIMN 473 CALEDONIA CLDNMICL 64
BARRYTON BRYTMIXG 478 CALEDONIA DTTNMIMN 64
BATH BATHMIXG 78 CALUMET CALMMIMN 472
BATTLECRK BTCKMISO 177 CAMDEN CMDNMIXI 480
BATTLE CRK BTCKMIBC 177 CAMDEN FRNTMIXI 480
BAY CITY BYCYMIMN 94 CARLETON CATNMICT 48
BAY CITY BYCYMIWS 94 CARNEY CRNYMIXJ 472
BEAR LK BRLKMIXI 476 CARR CARRMIXA 476
BEAVERTON BVTNMIVT 477 . CARSON CITY CRCYMIXG 478
BELDING GRTNMIMN 64 CASSOPOLIS CSPLMIXG 480
BELDING BLDNMIMN 78 CEDAR CEDRMIXI 476
BELL OAK BLOKMIXI 78 CEDAR SPGS CDSPMIMN 64
BELLAIRE CLRVMIXH 474 CEDARVILLE CDVLMIXG 473
BELLAIRE BLLRMIXG 474 CENTRAL LAKE CNLKMIXG 474
BELLEVUE BLLVMIMN 78 CENTREVILLE CNVIMIXH 480
BELLEVUE LACYMIXI 177 CHAMPION CHMPMIMN 472
BENTON HBR BNHRMIMN 193 CHANNING CHNGMICR 472
BENTON HBR BNHRMIES 193 CHARLEVOIX CHVXMIMN 474
BENTON HBR RVSDMIRV 193 CHARLOTTE CHRLMIMN 78
BERGLAND BRLDMIMN 472 CHASSELL CHSLMIMN 472
BERRIEN SPGS BRSPMIBS 193 CHATHAM CHHMMIXI 473
BESSEMER BSMRMIMN 472 CHEBOYGAN CHBYMISO 475
BEULAH BELHMIMN 476 CHEBOYGAN CHBYMIMN 475

Page 1



ALLTEL Communications, Inc.
Exchanges Served in Michigan

EXCHANGE ClLl Code CMACode EXCHANGE ClLl Code CMACode
CHESANING CHSNMIXI 94
CHESTER TOWNSHIP CTPOMIXJ 475 ELMIRA EMIRMIXJ 475
CLARE CLARMICL 477 ELMIRA ALBAMIXJ. 474
CLARKLAKE CLRKMIMN 207 ELSIE CHAPMIXI 94
CLARKSVILLE CLVLMIMN 78 ELSIE ELSIMIXG 78
CLAYTON CYTNMIXI 480 EMPIRE EMPRMIXI 476
CLIMAX CLMXMIXI 132 ENGADINE ENGDMIMN 473
CLINTON CLTNMIXG 480 ERIE ERIEMIXG 48
COLDWATER CDWLMIXG 480 ESCANABA ESCNMIMN 473
COLDWATER CDWRMIXG 480 EVART EVRTMIMN 476
COLEMAN CLMNMIMN 94 EWEN EWENMIXI 472
COLON COLNMIXG 480 FAIRVIEW FRVWMIXG 475
COMSTOCK PK CMPKMICP 64 FAITHORN FTHRMIXI 472
CONCORD CNCRMIXJ 207 FALMOUTH FLMOMIXI 476
CONKLIN CNKLMIXG 64 FARWELL FRWLMIWS 477
CONSTANTINE CNSTMIXG 480 FARWELL FRWLMIMN 477
COOPERSVILLE CPVLMIXG 64 FENCE RIVER FNRVMIXI 472
COPEMISH CPMHMIXI 476 FENNVILLE GNGSMIXG 479
CORNELL CRNLMIMN 473 FENNVILLE FNVLMIXG 479
COVERT CVRTMIXG 132 FENNVILLE GLNNMIXI 479
CRYSTAL CRYSMIXI 478 FENWICK FNWKMIXG 478
CRYSTAL FLS CRFLMIMN 472 FIFE LK FFLKMIMN ·474
CURTIS CRTSMIMN 473 FIFI LAKE MRVRMIXI 474
DANSVILLE DNSVMIMN 78 FOSTER CITY FLCHMIXI 472
DETOUR DETRMIXG 473 FOUNTAIN FONTMIMN 476
DECATUR DCTRMIXG 132 FOWLER FWLRMIXG 78
DEER PARK DRPKMIXI 473 FRANKENMUTH FRKMMIFR 94
DEERFIELD DRFDMIXI 480 FRANKFORT FRFTMIMN 476
DELTON DELTMIXI 177 FREELAND FELDMIFL 94
DELTON BNFDMIXI 177 FREEPORT FRPTMIFP 177
DEWITT DWTTMIXG 78 FREMONT FRMTMIMN 478
DIMONDALE DMDLMIDD 78 FRUITPORT FRPRMIXG 181
DONKEN DNKNMIXI 472 FULTON FLTNMIMN 132
DORR DORRMIMN 479 GALESBURG GLBGMIMN 132
DOWAGIAC DWGCMIXG 480 GALIEN GLENMIMN 193
DOWAGIAC SRLKMIXG 480 GARDEN GRDNMIXG 473
DRUMMOND ISLAND DRISMIXI 473 GAYLORD GYLRMIXG 475
DUNDEE DUNDMIXG 48 GLADSTONE GLDSMIGE 473
EJORDAN EJRDMIMN 474 GLADWIN GLDWMIGL 477
E LANSING ELNSMIMN 78 GLEN ARBOR GLARMIXI 476
ETAWAS ETWSMIMN 477 GLENNIE GLNEMIXI 475
EASTPORT ESPTMIXG 474 GOBLES GBLSMIXG 132
EATON RAPIDS ETRPMIER 78 GOLDEN LAKE GDLKMIXI 472
EAU CLAIRE EUCLMIEC 193 GRAND HAVEN GRHVMIMN 64
ECKERMAN HLBRMIXI 473 GRANDJCT GDJTMIXG 132
ECKERMAN ECKRMIXI 473 GRANDJCT LCTAMIXI 132 .
EDMORE EDMRMIXG 478 GRAND LEDGE GRLDMIXG 78
EDWARDSBURG EDWRMIXG 480 GRAND LEDGE WCSTMIXG 78
EDWARDSBURG ADVLMIXG 480 GRAND MARAIS GDMRMIXI 473
ELK RAPIDS ELKRMIMN 474 GRAND RAPIDS WYNGMILX 64
ELLSWORTH ELWOMIXH 474 GRAND RAPIDS GDRPMISO 64
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ALLTEL Communications, Inc.
Exchanges Served in Michigan

EXCHANGE ClLl Code CMACode EXCHANGE ClLl Code CMACode
GRAND RAPIDS GDRPMIWS 64 IRON RIV IRRVMIMN 472
GRAND RAPIDS GDRPMIBL 64 IRONS IRONMIIR 476
GRAND RAPIDS GDRPMIES 64 IRONWOOD IRWDMIMN 472
GRAND RAPIDS GDRPMIEP 64 ISHPEMING ISHPMIMN 472
GRANT GRNTMIMN 478 ITHACA ITHCMIXG 478
GRASSLK GRLKMIXG 207 JACKSON JCSNMISA 207
GRAYLING GRYLMIXG 475 JACKSON NPLNMIMN 207
GREENVILLE GNVLMIMN 478 JACKSON JCSNMIMN 207
GULLIVER GLVRMIXG 473 JEROME BNHLMIXI 480
GWINN GWNNMIMN 472 JONESVILLE JNVLMIMN 480
HALE HALEMIXA 477 JONESVILLE MSHVMIXI 480
HAMILTON HMTNMIXG 479 KALAMAZOO OSHTMIWS 132
HANCOCK HNCCMIMN 472 KALAMAZOO KLMZMIFA 132
HANOVER HNVRMIXI 207 KALEVA KLVAMIXI 476
HARRIETTA HRTAMIMN 476 KALKASKA KLKSMIKK 474
HARRISON HRSNMIMN 477 KENT CITY CSNVMICB 64
HARRISVILLE HRVLMIXG 475 KEWEENAW KWNWMIMN 472
HART HARTMIXG 181 KINGSLEY KGSLMIXI 474
HARTFORD HRFRMIXG 132 KINROSS KNRSIit1IXG 473
HASLETT HSLTMIHS 78 LANSE LNSEMIXI 472
HASTINGS HSNGMIHS 177 LACHINE LCHNMIXG 475
HBRSPGS HRSPMIMN 474 LAKE ANN LKANMIXI 476
HEMLOCK HMLCMIXG 94 LAKE GOGEBIC LKGOMIXI 472
HESPERIA HSPRMIXH 181 LAKEVIEW LKVWMIXG 478
HIAWATHA FOREST HWFRMIXI 473 LAMBERTVILLE LMVLMIXI 48
HICKORY CORS HKCRMIXI 177 LANSING LNNGMISO 78
HILLMAN HLMNMIXG 475 LANSING LNNGMIMN 78
HILLSDALE HLDLMIMN 480 LANSING LNNGMINW 78
HILLSDALE CMBAMIXJ 480 LAWRENCE LWRNMIXI 132
HOLLAND MCPKMIMN 479 LAWTON LWTNMIXG 132
HOLLAND HLLDMIMN 64 LEROY LROYMIMN 476
HOLLAND HLLDMINR 64 LESLIE LESLMIMN 78
HOLT HOLTMIHE 78 LEVERING LVRGMIXI 474
HOLTON HLTNMIXG 181 LEWISTON LSTNMIXG 475
HOMER HOMRMIXJ 177 LINCOLN LNClMIXG 475
HONOR HNORMIXI 476 LINWOOD LNWDMIMN 94
HOPE HOPEMIXI 94 LITCHFIELD LTFDMIXJ 480
HOPKINS HPKNMIMN 479 LKCITY LKCYMIXI 476
HOUGHTON LK HHLKMIXG 477 LKCITY MSTWMIXI 476
HOWARD CITY HWCYMIXG 478 LKLEELANAU LKLLMIMN 476
HOXEYVILLE HXVLMIXI 476 LK LINDEN LKLIMIMN 472
HUBBARD LAKE HBLKMIXG 475 LKODESSA LKODMIMN 78
HUBBARDSTON HBTNMIXG 78 LONG LAKE (ALPENA) LLALMIXG 475
HUDSON HDSNMIXH 480 LONG LK SXLSMIXI 477
HUDSONVILLE JMTWMIMN 64 LOST PENINSULA LSPNMIXG 48
HUDSONVILLE HDVLMIMN 64 LOWELL LWLlMIMN 64
IDA IDAMIXH 48 LUDINGTON LDNGMIXG 476
INDIAN RIV INRVMIMN 475 LUPTON LPTNMIXJ 477
IONIA IONIMIMN 78 LUTHER LTHRMIMN 476
IRON MT IRMTMIMN 472 MACKINAC IS MCISMIMN 473
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EXCHANGE ClLl Code CMACode EXCHANGE ClLl Code CMACode
MACKINAW CITY MCCYMIMN 474 MUSKEGON MSKHMIXP 181
MANCELONA MNCLMIMN 474 MUSKEGON MSKGMIXK 181
MANCELONA LKNRMIXJ 475 MUSKEGON MSKGMIXL 181
MANISTEE MNSTMIMN 476 MUSKEGON MSKGMIXN 181
MANISTIQUE MNTQMIXG 473 MUSKEGON WLKMMIXG 181
MANTON MNTNMIMN 476 MUSKEGON MSKGMIXQ 181
MAPLE RAPIDS MPRPMIXG 78 NADAMS NADMMIXI 480
MARCELLUS MRCLMIXG 480 NAT CITY SLKHMIXI 477
MARENISCO MRNSMIXI 472 NEGAUNEE NGNEMIMN 472
MARION MARNMIMN 476 NEWAYGO NWAYMINW 478
MARNE MRNEMIMN ·64 NEWBERRY NWBYMIMN 473
MARQUETIE MRQTMIMN 472 NEWPORT NWPTMIXI 48
MARQUETTE HRVYMIMN 472 NilES NllSMIMN 193
MARSHALL MRSHMIMN 177 NORTH LAND-O-LAKES NLNDMIXI 472
MARTIN MARTMIMT 479 NORTHPORT NPRTMIMN 476
MASON MASNMIMS 78 NORWAY NRWYMINW 472
MASS CITY MASSMIXI 472 . OKEMOS· OKMSMIMN 78
MATIAWAN MTWNMIXG 132 OLIVET OLVTMIMN 78
MAYBEE MYBEMIXH 48 OMER OMERMIXJ 477
MC BAIN MCBNMIMN 476 ONAWAY ONWYMIXG 475
MCBRIDES MCBRMIXG 478 ONEKAMA ONKMMIMN 476
MECOSTA MCSTMIXI 478 ONONDAGA ONDGMIXI .. 78
MENDON MNDNMIXG 480 ONSTED ONSTMIXI 480
MENOMINEE MNMNMINB 472 ONTONAGEN WHPIMIXI 472
MERRILL MRRLMIXG 94 . ONTONAGON ONTNMIXI 472
MERRITT MRRTMIXI 476 ONTONAGON RKLDMIXI 472
MESICK MSCKMIXI 476 ORLEANS ORLNMIXI 78
MICTR MCHCMIMN 207 OSCODA OSCDMIMN 477
MICHIGAMME MCHGMIMN 472 OSSEO RNSMMIXJ 480
MICHIGAMME FOREST MHGFMIXI 472 OSSEO OSSEMIXI 480
MIDDLETON MDTNMIXG 478 OSSINEKE OSNKMIXG 475
MIDDLEVILLE MDVLMIMN 177 OTSEGO OTSGMIOS 479
MIDLAND MDLDMIMN 94 OVID OVIDMIXG 78
MIDLAND MDLDMISE 94 PALO PALOMIXG 478
MILLERSBURG GRHRMIXI 475 PARADISE PRDSMIXI 473
MIO MIOMIXG 475 PARMA PARMMIXJ 207
MONROE MONRMIMN 48 PAWPAW PWPWMIXG 132
MONROE MONRMINE 48 PELLSTON PLSTMIMN 474
MONTGOMERY MTGMMIXI 480 PENTWATER PNTWMIXG 181
MORENCI MRNCMIXI 480 PETERSBURG PTBGMIXJ 48
MORLEY MRLYMIMN 478 PETOSKEY PTSKMIMN 474
MT PLEASANT MNPLMIXG 478 PICKFORD PKFDMIXG 473
MUIR MUIRMIXG 78 PINCONNING PINCMIXJ 94
MULLIKEN MLKNMIMN 78 PITISFORD PRVLMIXJ 480
MUNGER MNGRMIXJ 94 PLAINWELL PLNWMIMN 479
MUNISING MNSGMIXJ 473 PLAINWELL PNLKMIXI 177
MUNITH MNTHMIXI 207 PLEASANT LK JCSNMINE 207
MUSKEGON MSKGMIXM 181 POINT AUX PINS BBISMIXI 473
MUSKEGON NRSHMIXG 181 POMPEII POMPMIXG 478
MUSKEGON MSKGMIXR 181 PORTAGE PRTGMILK 132
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EXCHANGE ClLl Code CMACode EXCHANGE ClLl Code CMACode
PORTLAND PTLDMIPT 78 SHERIDAN SHRDMIXG 478
POSEN POSNMIXG 475 SHINGLETON SHNGMIXI 473
POTTERVILLE POVLMIMN 78 SIDNEY SDNYMIXG 478
POWERS PWRSMIMN 472 SIX LAKES SXLKMIXG 478
PRESCOTT PRSCMIXP 477 SKANDIA SKNDMIXI 472
PRUDENVILLE PDVLMIXM 477 SMOKEY LAKE SMLKMIXI 472
PULLMAN PLMNMIXI 479 SPARTA SPRTMIMN 64
QUINCY QNCYMIXG 480 SPRINGPORT SPPTMIXI 207
RAPID CITY TRRVMIXG 474 ST CHARLES STCHMIMN 94
RAPID RIV RPRVMIMN 473 ST HELEN STHLMIMN 477
RAVENNA RVNNMIXG 181 8T IGNACE STIGMIMN 473
READING RDNGMIXG 480 ST JAMES STJMMIXI 474
REED CITY RDCYMIMN 476 STJOHNS STJHMIXG 78
REMUS RMUSMIXG 478 ST JOSEPH STJSMISO 193
REPUBLIC RPBLMIMN 472 ST LOUIS STLSMIXG 478
REXTON RXTNMIXI 473 STANDISH STNDMIMN 477
RICHLAND RCLDMIMN 132 STANTON SNTNMIXG 478
RIVERDALE RVDLMIXG 478 STANWOOD STWDMIXG 478
RIVES JCT RVJTMIXI 207 STEPHENSON STSNMIST 472
ROCK ROCKMIMN 473 STERLING STNGMIXJ 477
ROCKFORD RCFRMIMN 64 STOCKBRIDGE FTBGMIXI 78
ROCKFORD RCFRMISE 64 STOCKBRIDGE STBRMIXI 78
RODNEY CHLKMIXI 478 STURGIS STRGMIXG 480
ROGERS CITY RGCYMIXG 475 SUNFIELD SNFDMIXI 78
ROSCOMMON HGLKMIXG 477 SUTTONS BAY STBYMIXI 476
ROSCOMMON RSCMMIXG 477 TAPIOLA TPLAMIXI 472
ROSE CITY RSCYMIXJ 477 TECUMSEH TCMSMIXG 480
ROSEBUSH RSBHMIMN 478 TEKONSHA TKNSMIXI 177
RUDYARD RDYRMIXG 473 TEMPERANCE TMPRMIXG 48
S BOARDMAN SBRDMIXI 474 THREE OAKS THOKMIMN 193
SHAVEN SOHNMIXH 132 THREE RIVERS THRRMIXH 480
SAGINAW SGNWMISH 94 THREE RIVERS THRRMIXT 480
SAGINAW BRPTMIMN 94 TIPTON TPTNMIXG 480
SAGINAW SGNWMIWS 94 TRAVERSE CITY GRWNMIMN 474
SAGINAW SGNWMIFA 94 TRAVERSE CITY TRCYMIMN 474
SAND CREEK SNCKMIXI 480 TRAVERSE CITY OLMSMIXI 474
SAND LAKE SDLKMIMN 478 TRENARY TRNYMIXI 473
SAND RIVER SNRVMIXI 472 TROUT CREEK TRCKMIXJ 472
SANFORD SNFRMIXI 94 TRUFANT TRFNMIMN 478
SARANAC SRNCMIDC 78 TUSTIN TUSTMIMN 476
SAUGATUCK SGTCMIXG 479 TWIN LK TNLKMIXG 181
SAULT ST MARIE SSMRMIMN 473 TWINING TWNGMI01 477
SCHOOLCRAFT SCHLMIXG 132 UN CITY UNCYMIXG 480
SCOTT POINT SCPTMIXI 473 UN PIER NWBFMIMN 193
SCOTTS SCTSMIMN 132 UNION UNINMIXG 480
SCOTTVILLE SeVLMIMN 476 VANDALIA VANDMIXG 480
SENEY SENYMIXI 473 VANDERBILT VNDRMIXG 475
SHELBY SHLBMIXG 181 VERMONTVILLE NWLMIMN 177
SHEPHERD SHPHMIXG 478 VESTABURG VTBGMIXG 478
SHERIDAN VCVLMIXI 478 VICKSBURG VCBGMIMN 132
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EXCHANGE ClLl Code CMACode EXCHANGE ClLl Code CMACode
WBRN WBRNMIMN 477 WESTPHALIA WPHLMIXI 78
WAKEFIELD WKFDMIMN 472 WHITE CLOUD WHCLMIAD 478
WALDRON WDRNMIXJ 480 WHITE PIGEON WHPGMIXG 480
WALLACE WLLCMIXA 472 WHITEHALL WHTHMIXG 181
WATERSMEET WTRMMIMN 472 WHITTEMORE WHMRMIXI 477
WATERVLIET WTRVMIWV 193 WILLIAMSBURG ACMEMIMN 474
WATSON WTMQMIXI 472 WILLIAMSBURG WLBGMIWB 474
WATTON WTTNMIXJ 472 WILLIAMSTON WMTNMIXG 78
WAYLAND WYLDMIMN 479 WINN WINNMIXI 478
WAYLAND MOLNMIMN 479 WOLVERINE WLVRMIMN 475
WEBBERVILLE WBVLMIXJ 78 .WOODLAND WDLDMIXG 177
WEIDMAN WDMNMIXG 478 ZEELAND ZELDMIZL 64
WELLSTON DBLNMIXI 476 ZEELAND BRCLMIXI 64
WELLSTON WLTNMIXI 476 ZEELAND DRNTMIXI 64
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STATE OF MICHIGAN

BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

Application of ALLTEL Communications, Inc.
For Designation as an Eligible Telecommunications
Carrier Pursuant to Section 214(e)(2) of the
Communication Act of 1934.

PROOF OF SERVICE

Case No. U-13765

STATE OF MICHIGAN

COUNTY OF INGHAM

)

) ss
)

Mark J. Burzych, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is an employee
of Foster, Swift, Collins & Smith, P.C., and that on December 2, 2003, copies of Alltel
Communication, Inc.'s Amended Filing Pursuant to the September 11, 2003 Michigan
Public Service Commission Order, along with a copy of this Proof of Service, were
served upon:

See Attached Service List

Except as otherwise noted on the attached Service List, service was accomplished via
electronic mail and by depositing same in a United States Postal Service mail
depository, enclosed in envelopes bearing first-class postage, fully prepaid, and
properly addressed.

Mark J. Burzych

Subscribed and sworn to before me on December 2, 2003

Marilyn K. Richard, Notary Public
Eaton County, Michigan
Acting in Ingham County
My Commission Expires: 8/1 0/2006



Michigan Public Service Commission
Case No. U-13765
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Administrative Law Judee
Mr. Mark Cummins
Administrative Law Judge
Michigan Public Service Commission
6545 Mercantile Way, Suite 14
P.O. Box 30221
Lansing, MI 48911
E-Mail: mecummi@michigan.gov

Michiean Public Service Commission Staff
Mr. Thomas E. McClear
Assistant Attorney General
Public Service Division
6545 Mercantile Way, Suite 15
Lansing, MI 48911
E-Mail: mccleart@michigan.gov

Michiean Exchanee Carriers Association
Norman C. Witte
John F. Runcie
The Witte Law Offices
119 E. Kalamazoo Street
Lansing, MI 48933-2111
E-Mail: ncwitte@wittelaw.com

Michiana Metronet, Inc.; Centennital
Michiean RSA 6 Cellular Corp and
Centennial RSA 7 Cellular Corp
Michael 1. Brown
Howard & Howard
Phoenix Building, Suite 500
222 Washington Square North
Lansing, MI 48933-1817
E-Mail: mibrown@howardandhoward.com

NPI Omnipoint Wireless, LLC
Devin S. Schindler
WamerNorcross & Judd, LLP
900 Fifth Third Center
111 Lyon Street, N.W.
Grand Rapids, MI 49503-2487
E-Mail: dschindler@wnj.com

Hiawatha Telephone Company; Chippewa
County Telephone Company; Midway
Telephone Company; Ontonaeon County
Telephone Company
Harvey J. Messing
Gar! L. Field
Michael C. Rampe
Loomis, Ewert, Parsley, Davis & Gotting

·232 S. Capitol Avenue, Suite 1000
Lansing, MI 48933
E-Mail: mcrampe@loomislaw.com

AT&T Communication of Michiean, Inc.
Arthur 1. LeVasseur
Fischer, Franklin & Ford
500 Griswold Street, Suite 3500
Detroit, MI 4 8226
E-Mail: levasseur@fischerfranklin.com

ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
Lawrence 1. Krajci
Alltel Communications, Inc.
One Allied Drive
Little Rock, AR 72202
E-Mail: Lawrence.].Krajci@alltel.com

Mr. Mark J. Burzych
Foster, Swift, Collins & Smith, P.c.
313 S. Washington Square
Lansing, MI 48933-2172
E-Mail: mburzych@fosterswift.com
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RURAL STUDY AREAS PARTIALLY SERVED BY ALLTEL

COMPANY COUNTY WIRE CENTER ClLl CODE SERVED
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Hillsdale County LITCHFIELD LTFDMIXJ YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Hillsdale County JONESVILLE MSHVMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Ottawa County ZEELAND BRCLMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Eaton County SUNFIELD SNFDMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Ionia County ORLEANS ORLNMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Mecosta County MECOSTA MCSTMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Saginaw County CHESANING CHSNMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Saginaw County BRANT BRNTMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Mecosta County RODNEY CHLKMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Arenac County OMER OMERMIXJ YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Arenae County AU GRES AUGRMIXJ YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE CO. OF NORTH Missaukee County FALMOUTH FLMOMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE CO. OF NORTH Grand Traverse County KINGSLEY KGSLMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Monroe County NEWPORT NWPTMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Montcalm County SHERIDAN VCVLMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Montcalm County CRYSTAL CRYSMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Manistee County BEARLK BRLKMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Midland County HOPE HOPEMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Benzie County HONOR HNORMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Missaukee County LKCITY LKCYMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Bay County PINCONNING PINCMIXJ YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Missaukee County MERRITT MRRTMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Leelanau County EMPIRE EMPRMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Benzie County LAKE ANN LKANMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Missaukee County LKCITY MSTWMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Leelanau County GLEN ARBOR GLARMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Leelanau County CEDAR CEDRMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Leelanau County SUTTONS BAY STBYMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN losco County WHITTEMORE WHMRMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN losco County HALE HALEMIXA YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN loseo County NAT CITY SLKHMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN losco County LONG LK SXLSMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Alcona County GLENNIE GLNEMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Otsego County ELMIRA EMIRMIXJ YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Charlevoix County BOYNE FLS BNFLMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Emmet County ALANSON ALNSMIXJ YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Emmet County BRUTUS BRTSMIXI YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Emmet County LEVERING LVRGMIXI YES
CENTURYTEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN Delta County GARDEN GRDNMIXG YES
CENTURYTEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN Schoolcraft County MANISTIQUE MNTQMIXG YES
CENTURYTEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN Schoolcraft County GULLIVER GLVRMIXG YES
CENTURYTEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN Mackinac County CEDARVILLE CDVLMIXG YES
CENTURYTEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN Chippewa County RUDYARD RDYRMIXG YES
CENTURYTEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN Chippewa County PICKFORD PKFDMIXG YES
CENTURYTEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN Chippewa County DE TOUR DETRMIXG YES
CENTURYTEL OF UPPER MICHIGAN Chippewa County KINROSS KNRSMIXG YES
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Shiawassee County NEW LOTHROP NLTHMIXJ NO
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Genesee County GOODRICH GDRCMIXJ NO
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Lapeer County METAMORA HDLYMIXI NO
CENTURY TELEPHONE - MIDWEST INC Genesee County MONTROSE MTRSMIXI NO
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Sanilac County MARLETTE MRLTMIXI NO
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Tuscola County CARO CAROMIXI NO
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Huron County KINDE KNDEMIXI NO
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Huron County PRT AUSTIN PTASMIXI NO
CENTURY TELEPHONE OF MICHIGAN Huron County PRT HOPE PTHPMIXI NO

PIGEON TELEPHONE CO. Arenac County TWINING TWNGMI01 YES
PIGEON TELEPHONE CO. Otsego County MANCELONA LKNRMIXJ YES
PIGEON TELEPHONE CO. Antrim County ELMIRA ALBAMIXJ YES
PIGEON TELEPHONE CO. Huron County PIGEON PGENMIXJ NO
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COMPANY I COUNTY I WIRE CENTER I CLLI CODE I SERVED

SHIAWASSEE TELEPHONE CO. Ingham County BELL OAK BLOKMIXI YES
SHIAWASSEE TELEPHONE CO. Shiawassee County SHAFTSBURG SHBGMIXI NO
SHIAWASSEE TELEPHONE CO. Shiawassee County PERRY PRRYMIXI NO

WOLVERINE TELEPHONE CO. Midland County SANFORD SNFRMIXI YES
WOLVERINE TELEPHONE CO. Bay County MUNGER MNGRMIXJ YES
WOLVERINE TELEPHONE CO. Tuscola County MILLINGTON MGTNMIXI NO
WOLVERINE TELEPHONE CO. Tuscola County FOSTORIA FSTRMIXI NO
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